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case the property is intact, there is always a possibility that
the owner may pass a public collector with that property
and so be subject to demand of payment as regards its
zakat. It is stated in the Mabsut that, when Abu Yusuf
was called upon to show cause for not assenting to Zufar?s
view, he replied, " What is my cause against a man who
makes one pay 400 dirhams of zakat for 200 dirhams of
property!", meaning thereby that according to Zufar a per-
son owning 200 dirhams would have to pay after 80 years
400 dirhams of zakat, if he had failed to pay the zakat for
each year at the end of the same. According to the view
which considers a zakat debt as a cause of exemption, the
zakat due on the 200 dirhams in question would be only one
year's zakat, namely 5 dirhams, since after the falling due
of the first year's zakat the 200 dirhams would be affected
with the zakat debt of 5 dirhams for the first year, and the
second year no zakat would be due, the condition of an un-
obstructed nisab of 200 dirhams being absent.1 Abu Hani-
f ah and Muhammad Ibn al~Hasan hold the same view as al-
Sarakhsi.

Al-Shafi'i,2 with respect to sawa'im animals, says that a
previous debt of zakat on them exempts from zakat, but he
recommends that advantage should not be taken of this ex-
emption. Finally, according to the Malikites,* a debt of
zakat, like other debts, exempts from the zakat of gold and
silver and the articles of trade only.

A debt of kharaj is like other debts, although according
to some this is true only in case the kharaj was justified.
As regards tithe debts, if the crop remains intact, the zakat
is not affected by it, since the tithe debt attaches to the crop.
Again, if the crop is accidentally destroyed, the zakat is not

1 Mabsut, p. 169.                                        2 Umm, p. 15.

8 Kharashi, p. 106; Dardlr, p. 124.